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both Kettle Hill and the ridge known as San
Juan, he led his command in person.’’

c. Roosevelt acted with a singular disregard
for his own welfare

Then Captain A.L. Mills was in a perfect
position to witness Roosevelt’s actions dur-
ing the battle. He writes, ‘‘During this time,
(the assault on Kettle Hill) while under the
enemies artillery fire at El Poso and while
on the march from El Poso by the San Juan
ford to the point from which his regiment
moved to the assault—about two miles, the
greater part under fire—Colonel Roosevelt
was conspicuous above any others I observed
in his regiment in the zealous performance of
duty, in total disregard of his personal dan-
ger and in his eagerness to meet the enemy.’’
Mills goes on to describe how Roosevelt, de-
spite being grazed by shrapnel, continued his
zealous leadership to the ultimate conclu-
sion of the battle with total disregard to his
own safety.

Captain Howze’s account only augments
that of Mills. ‘‘(T)he Colonel’s life was placed
in extreme jeopardy, owing to the con-
spicuous position he took in leading the line,
and being the first to reach the crest of that
hill, while under heavy fire of the enemy at
close range.’’

Major Jenkins also recounts the danger in-
volved and the conspicuousness of Roo-
sevelt’s actions. ‘‘He was so near the en-
trenchments on the second hill that he shot
and killed with a revolver one of the enemy
before they broke completely.’’ Jenkins then
adds, ‘‘His unhesitating gallantry in taking
the initiative against men armed with rapid
fire guns certainly won him the highest con-
sideration and admiration of all who wit-
nessed his conduct throughout the day.’’

W.J. McCann’s letter further indicates the
gravity of the risk to Roosevelt’s own life.
‘‘Regarding the Colonel’s action in the
charge, I remember hearing his close friend,
Colonel (now General) Leonard Wood give
him a good-natured scolding on the next day
for his disregard for his own safety; and in
this respect I am confirmed by at least one
newspaper correspondent who wrote in sub-
stance, as I recollect it, ‘I expect to see Roo-
sevelt fall in the next battle if he takes the
same chances.’ ’’
III. Roosevelt’s action should be judged under

the standards used to evaluate other Span-
ish American war recipients

Today, there are many more awards given
out for valor and gallantry of different de-
grees. However, during the Spanish Amer-
ican War, there were fewer decorations of
honor and the guidelines for their distribu-
tion were also different.

The bulk of the Medals of Honor awarded
during the Spanish American War were
awarded for three acts. Some were awarded
for rescuing wounded soldiers in front of the
line while under fire during the battle of
July 1st. Others were awarded for the brav-
ery and coolness during the action to cut the
cable leading from Cienfuegos, Cuba while
under heavy fire. The third broad area of rec-
ognition is for coolness and bravery of action
in maintaining naval combat efforts.

The lone standout is the award given to Al-
bert L. Mills of the U.S. Volunteers for dis-
tinguished gallantry in encouraging those
near him by his bravery and coolness after
being wounded. Mills himself recognizes Roo-
sevelt’s similar merit in his letter to the Ad-
jutant General recommending Roosevelt for
the Medal of Honor. ‘‘In moving to the as-
sault of San Juan Hill, Colonel Roosevelt
was most conspicuously brave, gallant and
indifferent to his own safety. He, in the open,
led his regiment; no officer could have set a
more striking example to his men or dis-
played greater intrepidity.

Historical perspective is a necessary factor
in awarding the Medal of Honor to Roo-

sevelt. Much has changed since the Spanish
American War. The perfection and prolifera-
tion of automatic weapons, the tank, air
power, and numerous other advances have
led to different perceptions of risk and
threat. Strategy has also changed in many
ways. However, even in a more recent con-
flict, action similar to Roosevelt’s in signifi-
cant ways was both necessary and meri-
torious.

Finnis McCleery was the Platoon Sergeant
for Company A, 1st Battalion, 6th Infantry in
May of 1968 in the Quang Tin Province of the
Republic of Vietnam. His force was assigned
to assault well entrenched North Vietnamese
ArmyRegulars on Hill 352, 17 miles west of
Tam Ky. McCleery led his men up the hill
and across an open area to close with the
enemy when his platoon and other friendly
elements began taking heavy fire. Realizing
the damage that could be inflicted if they
halted their advance or waited, McCleery
charged and captured an enemy bunker, his
men then followed and he began assaulting
the lateral bunkers threatening the other
forces charging the hill. Finally, after a
bloody battle, McCleery and the friendly
force captured Hill 352.

McCleery faced machine gun fire, grenades,
and rocket fire. Roosevelt did not face mod-
ern machine gun fire, grenades, or rockets.
The Spanish did have artillery and Mauser
rifles. On the other hand, McCleery also had
automatic weapons and grenades as well as a
well-armed platoon to back him up. Roo-
sevelt had a revolver. Stripped down to the
bare essentials and adjusted for technology,
McCleery’s charge was in the true spirit of
Theodore Roosevelt.

Both men, realizing the danger of holding
a position on the low ground under heavy
fire, made a gallant charge and singlehand-
edly inspired their men despite an extreme
risk to their own lives. The only thing that
separates these two men is the technology of
the time. Both acted with extreme bravery
in the true spirit of United States Army.
Both men took action at great risk to their
own lives. Both men displayed gallantry
above all else on the field. One man received
the Medal of Honor and the other has yet to.
It is time for Theodore Roosevelt to join Ser-
geant McCleery at the top of that hill.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
NETHERCUTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. NETHERCUTT addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DUNCAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Washington (Mr.
METCALF) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. METCALF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

ILLEGAL NARCOTICS AND DRUG
ABUSE IN THE WAR ON DRUGS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MICA) is recognized for half of
the time until midnight as the designee
of the majority leader.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, my col-
leagues, I come to the floor tonight
with just a few minutes remaining be-
fore the magic hour of midnight when
the House adjourns. I know the hour is
late and my colleagues are tired and
staff is tired, but I always try on Tues-
day nights to address the House on the
subject of illegal narcotics and drug
abuse and the ravages that has placed
upon our Nation.

We heard earlier a resolution relating
to music; and as I sat and heard the
speakers talk about music and the im-
portance of music in people’s lives, I
translated that also into the thought
that there are 15,973 Americans who
died as a direct result of illegal nar-
cotics in the latest statistical year,
1998. None of those individuals will ever
hear music again.

The drug czar has told us that over
52,000 people die as a result of direct
and indirect causes of illegal narcotics,
and none of those people will hear
music in their lives. In fact, the only
lives that the parents, mothers and fa-
thers and sisters and brothers will hear
are funeral dirges and, unfortunately,
that music for funerals over the vic-
tims of drug abuse and misuse. That
music is much too loud across our land
and repeated over and over.

It is equivalent for our young people
to three Columbines every day across
this country. And the latest statistics,
and I would like to cite them, each
week I come before the House to con-
firm that this situation is getting
worse, rather than better. The latest
report that we have on drug use being
up is from USA Today, June 8, 2000,
just a few days ago. This is an Associ-
ated Press story, and it is from the
Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention report from the Center in At-
lanta. They just released this report.
The story says cocaine, marijuana, and
cigarette use among high school stu-
dents consistently increased during the
1990s according to a government sur-
vey.

The report went on to say the in-
creases in smoking and drug use came
despite years of government-funded
media campaigns urging teenagers to
stay clean and sober. The record,
again, from CDC went on to say that in
1991, 14.7 percent of the students sur-
veyed said that they used marijuana.
This was a survey involving 15,349 stu-
dents in grade 9 through 12. That num-
ber steadily increased to some 26.7 per-
cent in 1999, and students reporting
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